Americans and pushed them to re-imagine their own social history in light of a broader world whose presence U.S. historians are only just beginning to recognize. In both places, contemporary challenges have facilitated a reexamination of the use and scope of historical inquiry. The unfolding of the Dutch Revolt has perennially been one of the grand narratives of Western history, but that story is being retold in light of recent events and new scholarship.
A different scope
In conventional treatments of the history of modern Western Civilization, the Dutch case is often portrayed as the outlier, the exception that either proves or disproves the rule for European history as a whole. Similarly, when writing about the Revolt, historians have tended to emphasize the distinctively Dutch elements and to downplay commonalities with other political uprisings in the time period. In his recent treatment of the Dutch Revolt, Peter Arnade turns the perspective on its head, using an array of evocative primary sources to show that the Dutch borrowed from an existing toolkit of cultural representation that would have seemed familiar to most Europeans, but they fashioned those symbols, rituals, and tropes in such a way to fit the particular political circumstances they found themselves in following the and lavishly illustrated. Even in its construction, in other words, it provides a testament to the meaningful history it contains. In the first lines of the introduction, S. Groenveld characterizes the Revolt as relevant to the current state of the Netherlands. He calls this history, and perhaps by extension the book itself, a gemeengoed, or common property, thus reflecting its purpose as well as its intended audience. This is Dutch history for Dutch people, designed to evoke reflection on the meaning of the history presented. This is not to say that the book lacks scholarly depth. On the contrary, the book situates the events and significance of the Dutch Revolt in a nuanced and sophisticated social framework.
Collectively, the authors present a thorough yet highly readable picture of the current state of scholarship in a broad number of fields that relate to the history of the Revolt and associated events. The book eschews the kind of lengthy historiographical discussions that tend to leave non-scholars behind, but rather incorporates recent scholarship more tightly into its narrative structure. For example, the book includes discussions of the modern character of the Dutch economy, the significance of the mother trade for economic growth, the creation of a distinctive burgher culture, the influence of foreign affairs on the trajectory of Dutch history, and the influence of religions groups other than the Calvinists, all of which reflect recent debates and breakthroughs in the writing of the history of the Revolt and/or Dutch history more broadly. By opening up the grand narrative of the Revolt to new insights, the authors present a dynamic picture of both the history and the historiography of this eighty year period.
Though there is this emphasis on the dynamic qualities of the Revolt, one of the underlying and profound messages of the book is of continuity.
For example, the authors argue that older medieval forms of political and social association remained prevalent even after the political changes wrought by the Revolt took effect. While these older threads do not disappear, the authors suggest that the circumstances of the Revolt allowed them to be rewoven in new ways. The chapters show in successive ways how the Dutch rid themselves, albeit slowly, unevenly, and often unintentionally, of the obstacles, from Habsburg absolutism to rigid religious policies, which had kept them from forging their own historical path. In the hands of these authors, this In both form and substance, they present multi-faceted portraits, showing both triumphs and losses, paths taken and not taken, rich and poor, city dwellers and farmers, Calvinists and Catholics, theory and practice. From these sections, it is clear that the events of the Revolt did not affect all those who lived in the Netherlands equally and to hear the voices of those often excluded from the Revolt's grand narrative provides a refreshing perspective as well as a constructive one. By working across all levels at all three time periods, the authors uncover important gaps in the historical records and are able to enjoin historians to fill them. For example, the economic contributions of the Anabaptists, while clearly more significant than might previously have been believed, require further study to connect them to specific initiatives going on in the burgeoning Republic. These snapshot sections also provide a baseline for evaluating the degree and extent of change brought on by the Revolt itself. In his conclusion, Groenveld suggests that the various stages of the Revolt allowed those who lived through them to form a kind of monsterverbond, a grand coalition (397). As the chapters attest, people may have supported the Revolt for various, even conflicting, reasons, the struggle against a common enemy served led to the creation of distinctive practices and processes that united these disparate interests without necessarily supporting one viewpoint over another. These processes were neither complete nor assured by 1650, but they form the basis of a working society and polity.
A thematic view
Not all approaches to the Revolt are as encompassing as the narratives Political economy is itself a hybrid study that marries economic and political history. As Oscar Gelderblom explains in the introduction, the collective aim of the contributors to the volume is to 'explore the interaction between political and economic developments' (2). A little over half of the essays focus on tax policies, particularly in relationship to financing the war, and the remainder cover a variety of different interactions between state and economy, including tariffs, prices, water management, loans, and s review 37 trade policies. The relationship between the two entities is complex and that complexity compounded by the decentralized nature of the Dutch state, but the contributors reveal a surprising degree of shared focus on the interface between the two. Not dissimilar to the contributors to the Tachtigjarige Oorlog, these contributors concentrate their efforts on practice over policy and processes over outcomes. In Milja van Tielhof's contribution, for example, she reveals the complexity of the juggling act between the income and expenses of the regional water boards that was facilitated by the steward, whose largely ad hoc practices compensated for deficiencies in the formal accounting system. The piece combines careful and intensive archival scholarship with an interesting rehabilitation of historical actors vilified by previous scholars.
The larger purpose of the contributions to the volume also reflect its hybrid quality. While Gelderblom nods his head towards present-day issues by stating that the cumulative weight of these processes led to 'the particular trajectory of the Dutch Republic' (2) he also acknowledges that understanding these processes more clearly allows for their application in other national and historical contexts. Bas van Heuvel, for example, compares the patterns of rural land holding in Holland and other regions in Europe.
While the precociousness of agricultural development in Holland is generally acknowledged to be a critical factor in its later economic success, historians had not been able to agree on the exact reasons for its switch to commercial farming. Van Heuvel's comparison not only isolates the timing of the switch, but it also allows for some potential explanatory factors (peasant innovation) to be ruled out and others hitherto unconsidered (such as collateralization) to be included. Thus, his explanation both shows the origins of the modern Dutch occupational structure while at the same time demonstrating the wider applications of the Dutch example to the early modern period. Collectively, these texts lay bear the subtle complexities of shifting cultural perceptions, social and political attitudes, and economic practices during the eighty year period from approximately 1568 to 1648. While the grand narrative of the Revolt has become increasingly refined and complex, it has also become less unified. The convergences and divergences of these texts attest to differences in the purpose and conceptualization of these eighty years. Perhaps the history of the Dutch Revolt is itself instructive here. As all three volumes discuss, the Dutch did not reach consensus by requiring a common set of values and beliefs to which all participants adhered. Rather, they created processes, both formal and informal, by which those who approaches differed could productively co-exist for a common good. If the common good in question here is the elucidation of Dutch history and its significance for the contemporary world, then it certainly seems historians could learn from the history they themselves create. 
